Apgroéed For Release 2004/01/1 EOEII(&%%é* 4&%&%&&33030}3&5‘3“3

warships to capture after certain formalities
merchant vessels employed in the carriage of
such commeérce. No justification exists for
the extenslon of those rights to an aircraft,
which 18 8 neW enginé of war entirely differ-
ent in character from a warship and unable
‘to exercise over mérchant vessels or private
aireraft 8 control similar to that exerclsed by
8 warship over merchant vessels. Conse-
quently there 1s no reason to confer on &
military alreraft the right to make captures
as If it were a warship, and no reason to
subject commerce to capture when carried
in an aircraft, In developing internatichal
law the tendency should be in the direction
of conferring greater, riot less, immunity on
private property. -

For these reasons the Netherlands delega-
tlon has not accepted the rules contained In
chapter VII and its participation in the dls-
cussion of individual rules has been subject
to the general reserves made with regard to
the whole chapter.

The majority of the delegations have not
felt able to reject the prineciple that the air-
eraft should be allowed to exercise the bel-
ligerent right’ of vislt and search, followed
by capture where necessary, for the repres-
sion of enemy commerce carried in an air-
craft In cases where such action 1s permis-
sible. 'This principle 1a embodied in article
40 of which the text is as follows:

Artlcle 49

Private aircraft are lable to vislt and
search and to capture by belligerent military
alrcraftt,

.

Article 50

Belligerent military alrcraft have ‘the right
to order public nonmlilitary and private air-
ceraft to alight in or proceed for visit and
.search to a sultable localily reasonably
accesslble,

Refusal, after warning; to obey such orders
to alight or to proceed to such a locality for
examination exposes an alrcra.tt to the risk
of being fired upon.

Article b1

Neutral publie nonmilita.ry alreraft, other
than thote which are to be treated as private
alrcraft, are subject only to vistt for the pur-
pose of the vertficatton of thelr papers.

Artlele 52

Provided that in each case {except k),
the ground for capture shall be an act car-
ried out in the flight in which the neutrel
aircraft came intc belligerent hands; ie.,
gince 1t left its peint of departure and before
it reached its point of destlnation.

Article b4

The papers of a private aircraft will be
regarded as insufficlent or irregular if they

. do not establish the natlonallty of the air-

craft and indicate the names and national-
ities of the crew and passengers, the points
of departure and destination of the flight,
together with particulars of the carge and
the conditions under whicli it is transported.
The logs must also be Included.
Article b5
Capture of an aircraft or of goods on hoard
an aireraft shall be made the subject of prize
proceedings, in order that any neutral claim
may be duly heard and determined.
Article 56
A prlva.te aircraft captured upon th
ground that it has no external marks ox;
using false marks, or that it is armed in
time of war outside the jurisdiction AT 1ts
own country, 1s liable to condemni
A neutral private alreraft capiy?

der article 30 is liable to con
less it can Justify ite presgh
prohibited zone, §

In all other . cases, thy
Judicating upon any cg#
alrcraft or lts cargo,
ence on board an j

e applied to a merchant
F or to postal correspond-
ence on boarcy merchant vessel,

Artlele b7

and search be enemy aircraft may be de-
stroyed 1fithe belligerent commanding offi-
cer finds #% necessary to do so, provided that
all pergdhs on board have first been placed
in safgfy and all the papers of the aircraft
have; een preserved.

Article 58

@rtvate alrcraft which are found upon vislt
And search to be neutral aircraft llahle to

Private sttglaft which are found upon visit

_ Enemy private alreraft are liable to cap— Stondemnation upon the ground of unneutral

ture 111 all clreumstances.

"~ Article 53 f

A neutral private aircraft s llable to cﬁ
ture if 1t;
(a) resists the lepitimate exerciss of hﬁng-
erent rights;
{h} wviolates a prohibition of whi
had notlee issued by a belligerent
- ing officer under article 30; &
{c) 1s enpaged in unneutial
(d) 1s armed in time of wary
the jurlsdiction of its own c
(e) has no external ma
-marks; 4
(f} has no papers or
ular papers;
(g) ls manifestly o
the point of depart
tination indicated

mmand-

s or uses false
fisuflicient or irreg-

of the line between
and the point of des-
} 1ts papers and after
guch inquiries as ghe belligerent may deem
necessary, no Eo cause 1s shown for the
deviation, Thegaircraft, together with its
gers, 1f any, may be detained
ent, pending such inguiries.
. ot itself constitutes, con-

(1) 5 g dgaged in brezch of & blockade duly
eBtablis d and effectively maintalned;
ns been transferred from belligerent
to neyfiral natidnelity at a date and in cir-

it has

aervice, or upon the ground that they have
no external marks or are bearing false marks,
may bhe destroyed, if sending them in for
adjudication would he impossible or would
imperll the safety of the belligerent alrcraft
or the success of the operations in which it is
engaged. Apari from tie cases mentioned
ebove, a neutral private aircraft must not
be destroyed except in the gravest military
‘emergency, which would not justify the offl-

cer in command In releasing 1t or sending it~

‘In for adjudication.
Article 59

Before & neubral private alrcraft Is de-
stroyed, rll persons on board must be placed
In safety, and all the papers of the aircraft
must be preserved.

A captor who had destroyed a neutral pri-
vate alr¢raft must bring the capture before
the prize court, and must first establish thet
he was Justified in destroying 1t under article
68. If he falls to do this, parties Interested
in the alreraft or its cargo are antitled to
compensation. If the capture is held to be
invalid, though the act of destruction is held
to have bheen justifiable, compensation must
be paid to the partles interestéd In place of
the restitution to which they would have
heen entitled.

Articie 60

Where a neutral private alrcraft is cap-
tured on the ground that it is carrylng con-
traband, the captor may demand the sur-

gﬁopted
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et

render of any absolute contraband on boy”
or may proceed to the destruction of au"h

absolute contraband, if sending in the air>.

craft for adjudication is impossible or would
imperil the safety of the belligerent aircraft
or the surcess of the operations in which it
18 engaged. After enterlng in the log book
of the aircraft the dellvery of destriction of
the goods, and securing, ip-original or copy,
the relevant papers of tli¢ alrcraft, the ¢ap-
tor must allow the ngiftral sireraft tc con-
tinue its fight.

The provisions of the second paragraph of
article 59 will apply where absolute contra-
band on board a neuirasl private alrcraft Is
handed over or destroyed.

Chapter VIII. Definitions

In sop:le countries, the word “milltary” is
not geherally employed in a sense which
inclydes “naval.” To remove any ambigulty
on# this point a special article has been

Article 61

The term “military” throughout these
rules Is to be read as referring to all branches
of the forces, that 1s the land forces, the
naval forces, and the air forces,

Article 62

Except so far as special rules are here laid
down.ahd except also so far as the provislons
of chapter VII of these rules or international
conventions indicate that marltime law and
precedure are applicable, aircraft personnel
eigaged In-hostilitles come under the laws
of war and neutrality applicable to land
troops 1n virtue of the custom and practice
of International law and of the varlous dec-
larations and conventlons to which the states
concerned are parties.

Mr. MORSE, This document reads in
part:

The subject of bombardment by aireraft is
one of the most difficult to deal with in fram-
ing any code of rules for aerlal warfare.

The experiences of the recent war have
left in the mind of the world at large a lUvely
horrow of the havoc which can be wrought by
the indiseriminate launching of bombs and
projectiies on the noncombatant populations
of towns and clties. The consclence of man-
kind revolts against this form of making war
in places outside the actual theater of mili-
tary operatlons, and the feeling is universal
that limitations must be Imposed.

The conduct of the Turkish Air Force
in the bombing of Cyprus meets the de-
scription of the international jurists—
that the consecience of mankind revolts
at it.

Article 24 of the code provides:

(1) Aerial bombardment s legttimate only
when directed at a mlilitary cobjlective, that
is to say, an object of which the destruction
or inJury would constitute a distinet military
advantage to the belligerent.

(2) Buch hombardment is legltimate only
when directed exclusively at the following
objectives: military forces; military works;
millitary establlshments or depots; factorles
constituting important and well-known cen-
ters engaged In the manufacture of arms,
ammunition, or distinctively military sup-
plies; lines of communication or transporsa-
tlon used for military purposes.

{3) The bombardment of cities, towns, vil-
lages, dwellings or bulldings not in the im-
mediate neighborhood of the operations of
land forces 1s prohibited.

There is no dispute about this question
of fact. The bombing of the Cyprus vil-
lage took place far removed from any
military operation—

In ¢ases where the objective specified in
paragraph 2 are so sltuated, that they
cannoct be bombarded without the indiserim-
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position in this country
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he people.

That is & rule of %ar apparently hon-
ored in the breach. We ae talking now
about living up to internutional obliga-
tions. Iam talking about {he importance
of my Government’s going on record of-
fictally and formally in tlie United Na-
tiorns against this violaticn of the rules
of war by the Turks. I do not know why
we have been so hesitant to do just that.
1s if a matter of natibnal guilt conscience
haeause we may not like to have what
we ‘have done thrown bacl: into our face
as # slap? We are not in a very good
nogition to talk when only in recent
weeks we supplied the riodern planes
that were 11sed by the Turks for the bom-
bariment, and with fire hcmbs of Amert-
can manufacture.

(4:) In the immediate neigaborhood of the
operations of land forces, the bombardment
of citles, towns, villages, dwellings or bulld-
irgs 18 leginimate provided that there exists
& reasonable presumption tlat the military
contentration is sufflclently lmportant to
justify such bombeardment, I.aving regard to
the dangbr thus caused to the clvillan popu-
Iation,

T (£) A belligerent state 1 lable to pay

compensation for injuries io person or to
property caused by the violition by any of
1ta officers or forces of the provisions of this
artizle,

Mr, President, “time’s awastin',”
There is nmot much time left to win a

peace in the Mediterrancéan. I.believe .

the members of the United Nations must

act, and act promptly. The United Na-

tions must meke very clear to Cyprus and
" Turkey and Greece that wa cannot stand

by and permit them to throw all mankind

into war which may leasl to the third
“'&ﬂd war.

i

McNAMARA'S "NAR

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I turn
now to the third and last bopie,

It Is very Interesting t» note the re-
thinking of some of my colleagues in
the Senate on the suppori they gave
some days ago to an undaled declara-
tion of war, an empowerment in the
Fresident of the United States. Some of
those who voted for it are now, I notice,
making insertlons in the CoONGRESSIONAL
Ercorp and making shot speeches to
get the matter before the Tinited Nations.

25 1 said to one of them the other day,
I welcome that. I am a great believer in
cor.version, although it is rather helated.
If the same Members of the Senate had
gbood in the past 6 month; with the sen-
ior Senator from Oregon and the cour-
apecus Senator from  Alaska  [Mr.
GrezoniNe], and jolned us in protest of
the development of McNemara's war in
southeast Asia, we might have changed
the course of the Unitel- States war-
making in Asia. We mizht have pre-
vented the United State: from becom-
g o serious threat to the.peace of the
world that she is in Asic. af this criti-
cal hour. We might have been able to
get our Government to recognize that it
cannot escalate the war ir to Neorth Viet-
nal, thai 1t cannot endanger the en-

iri;%?/netdoﬁg easék%’oz qu)ht

boy who gives his life in south-
east Asla Is piving it unjustifiably under
a course of action that this Government
is imposing which # eannoi reconclle
with the situation. Mot even the resolu-
tion justifies the President sending a boy
to his death in South Vietnam in the
abusence of & declaration of war.

The correspondence that I have put in
the REcorp rom a cross section popula~-
tion of this country, from zll groups—
great scholars, lawyers, judoes, doctors,
businessmen, housewives, farmers—
leaves no room for doubt ithat at the
gressroots of Americs this course of ae-
tion of the United States in continuing
MceNamara’s war does not sit well.

I believe that in the campaign ahead
if someone were runring on the Repub-
lican ticket and campaigning against the
warmaking policies o the United fitates
in Asia, the result of the election would
be quite different frcm what it will be,
because the American people, I am zatis-
fled, will recognize that they have a bet-
ter chance of attaining a final peaceful
solution uncer the banner of my party,
led by a great President, with whom I
disagree only to any major extent in this
aspect of his foreign policy.

I believe the American people will un-
derstand between now and  November
that thelr best hope for peace is with my
party. But it does not make me happy
that we put them in the position where
that is the only choice they have.

We have walked out—and I pray it
will be only temporarily—on g greal rec-
ord of American idealism in the fleld of
foreign polizy, for we canrnot reconclle
American warmaking In southeast Asia
with the ideals of this Republic; nor can
we reconcile the agpressive course with,
our treaty commitments under the
United Nalions, the Southeast Asia
Treaty Organization, or the Gzneva
aecords.

In the past § ronths I have developed
those Interrational law propositions at
great length on the floor of the Senate.
I shall do no more than mention them
tonight. But before ihe Senaie adjourns
tonlght for the rext 10 or 12'days, I shall
say agein to the American people that I
stand on every word Y have uttered in
the last 6 nmionths in opposition to the
United States wannaklng polley in
southeast Asig, -

Mr. Preshient, I ask unanimous con-
sentt to have printed ot the conclusion of
my remarks s sampling of the corre-
spondence I have recelved since the last
sampling that I placed in the REcorp, in
sunpport of the opposition of the Senator
from Alaska [Mr. Clrovening] and the
senlor Senator from Oregon to American
warmaking policles in southeast Asia,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

{See exhihit 1.}

Mr. MORSSE. The tragedy and futility
of the Ameriean war effort in South Viet-
nam sare becoming mmore evident every
day. Every day's news brings further
proof that the weakness of the Ehaunh
government within South Vietnam is a
weakness that cannot be overconie by
any amount of American support. Every

d?lﬂ'%ﬁ*?é‘ﬁsﬁmﬁﬁ%s 033000

means of preventing & complete Viet=
cong takeover.

That is the direction in which Ameri-
can policy is heading. If it is allowed to
continue, it will entrap the American
people in an Asian land war for years to
come.

¥our more American advisers were
killed yesterdsy. How many more must
die before the American people rise up
and change the pollicy that put us into

" this impossible situation.?

How many tnore Americans must die
before even the Pentagon must see that
the policy it has been directing in South
Vietham since 1961 is a failure? The
McNamara war will never produce & vic-
tory. We will win military victorles, but
we will never win a peace through the
prosecution of the McNamara war. The
seizure of absolute power by Genersl
Khanh, accomplished with the spproval
of military advisers, is creating meore
civil unrest than ever smong the people
of that couniry. We now read the words
“anti-American” to describe the attitude
of many South Vietnamese. The rumors
that Americars will take command posi-
tions in the higher echelons of the war
effort is demeging, not aiding, the war
effort.

If the present direction of American
policy continues, it can lead us only to
a more complete involvement of Ameri-
can troops in the Vietnam civil war, and
it can lead only to an undisguised take-
over of the South Vielnamese Govern-
ment by the United States. .

Running the country by remote con-
trol has not defeated the Vietcong. It
has not even stemmed the tide of rebel
successes. If the Pentagon follows its
usual habits of thought, these failures
will merely be followed with an applica-
tion of more of the same. That means
an Incressing degree of direct American
management of the couniry and.direct
American pariicipation in the war.

All the talk about the sgnitary air war-
fare and sanitary sea warfare that we
might conduct against North Vietham
cannot change the fact that the rebels
are winning on the ground in South
Vietnam. The new tactic of passive re-
glstance 1s not one that can be overcome
with overwhelming wespons superiority,
including nuciear weapons. If bespeaks
the failure of military solutions to eco-
nomiec and political problems in South
Vietnam, and it is a forewarning that
the longer we continue pressing a mili-
tary solution, the more desperate our po-
sition is going to get.

How many more American military
advisers must die before we change that
position?

How many more forts are going fo be
wiped out, like the one reported yester-
day by what our advisers are quoied as
calling a perfectly executed Vietcong at-
tack? How many more tributes to
Americans are going to be hauled away,
in the dead of night, like the monument
to President Kennedy was hauled away
to prevent further manifestations of
antl-Americarism? How long will it be
before the United States means to the
people of Vietnam what France meant to

them 10 years ago—one more Western‘
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ruler seeking to impose its own objectives
upon them?

Must we wailt until we suffer 240,000
ecasualties, as France did? Are we going
to walt until 90,000 American boys have
been killed in Vietnam and 240,000 seri-
ously wounded? Must we wait until the
American people, at long last, say to
whatever administration is in confrol at
the time: “We have had enough”? ,

I raise my voice In these warnings be-

. cause I am convinced that the American
people have already had enough; but our
Government is not yet aware of the
strong growing dissent at the grassroots
of America in protest of the unnecessary
and unjustifiable killing of American
boys in Asia.

- 'We cannot settle the problems of Asia

on the battlefield. The only place they
can be settled is at the conference table.
That is where we should insist that these
problems go, and go Immediately.

. There is no deubt that the war in Viet-
nam s poing very badly. How much
more are we golng to ante into the pot
before we admit we are playing a losing
hand? We have no business promoting
any pearticular government in South
Vietnam. We have no business arrang-
ing for one dictator to be overthrown by
anpother who will serve our purpose bet-
ter. We have no business encouraging
him to tighten his personal grip on the
country in the name of “greater efflclen-
ey.” We have no busindss sustaining a
war in a country 7,000 miles from our
shores, whose peoble have shown no in-

- terest in the pollcies we have imposed
upon them.

‘We need to be on gusrd against the
danger of getting ourselves involved in a
holy or religious war in South Vietnam.
The developments in the past few days
revive, ance again, the great question of
& contest between religious beliefs in
South Vietnam, The United States has
1o place and has no right fo become in-
volved in a holy war in South Vietnam
or anywhere else,

We can fight forever in Vietnam, as the

"Becretary of Defense once promised to
do if we did not have our way, and we
can commit our entire Armed Forces to
the war, but we never will win the peace.
We never will be able to withdraw once
we escalate the war, The only prognosis
for what we are dolng in southeast Asia
is that we will have to keep on doing it
forever, at an ever increasing cost,

How many more Americans are going
to be sacrificed before we have the sense

to go to the conference table, or to the :

United Natlons?
= I also want to call to the attention of
the Senate some of the circumstances
surrounding the incident in the Gulf of
Tonkin which were not discussed during
, the recent debate on the Asian resclution.
At the time of the debate on the Joint
resolution, it may be remembered that
the Senator from Oregon, as tactfuily as
he eould, within the rules of the Senate,
without violation of any rule of secrecy,
charged that the United States was a
prévocateur in the Gulf of Tonkin., I
repeat tonight that the United States was
& provocateur in the Gulf of Tonkin epi-
sode. The United States was a part and
pa.rcel o:t the escalatmg of the war mbo
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North Vietnam. The United States was
connected with, had knowledge of, but
did not try to stop the sending of South
Vietnamese naval boats, hoats that we
supplied, that we armed, and whose crews
were trained by us, to conduct the bom-
bardment againsi the two North Viei-
namese Islands some 3 to 5 or 6 miles off
the coast of North Vietnam,

We had American naval vessels in the
vieinity, The Pentagon disputes how far
away they were. If they were 5 milés
away, they were a provoking element.
There Is ho guestion that one of them
was within the 12-mile limit of Noxth
Vietnam at the beginning of the bom-
bardment.

Mr. President, T placed in the REcoRp

the other night the column written by

Jack Anderson based upon his analysis
of what some of the documents show.
There just 1§ no way to doubt the full
knowledge of Ametican diplomatic and
milltary officials in Saigon concerhing the
plang of this lttle dictator puppet tyrant
that we are supporting and imposing
upoh 156 million South Vietnamese pea-
ple—Genersl Khanh, There is no ques-

tion that we knew of the escalating of

the war. As I said the other day, and
repeat tonight, that has been the objec-
tive of Secretary MceNamara for months
and months, to escalale the war, That
has been the objective of the Ambassa-
dor we had over there-—Mr. Lodge; and
it has been the objective of the present
Ambassador, General Taylor. And they
prevailed. The gquestion now about es-
calating the war into North Vietnam is
that we have escalated it. We are going
to have to be charged in history with
that sordid act.

The Providenece Journal, of Providence,
R.I, brings out some interesting points
about the aftack on the U.8. destroyer
Meaddor. The editorial states:

The clear indicatlon of hoth the Defense
Department statement apd the admiral's re-
mark was that the Maddox did not fire untit
fired upon. This 15 not at all clear, however,
from the chronology which was subsequently
released by the Navy, That chronology reads
in part:

2:40 a.: Maddozr reported heing ap-
proached by high-speed (estimeted 45 to 50
knotg) craft whose apparent intentlon was
to conduct torpedo attack, and that she
intended to open fire in self-defense if neces-
sary.

4:08 a.m.. Moddoz reported belng attacked
by the torpedo craft. Opened fire with 5~
inch battery afier three warning shois failed
to slow down attackers.

4:083 am.: The boats continued closing
maneuvers, aud two closed to 5,000 yards,
each firing one torpedo,

4;21 am,.: Third attacker moved up to
beam of Maddox and received direct hit by
B-ingh round and at same tlme dropped
torpedo into water which was not seen to
run. Machinegun fire from the boats di-
rected at Maddorz,

Then the editorial points out:

It would appear from thls account that
the Maddox actually fired both warning shots
and shots directed at the North Vieinamese
craft before the PT boats launched thelr
forpedoes or fired thefr guns, A Navy De-
partment spokesman has conflrmed this in-
terpretation of the chronology.

It ought to be horne in mind that the
U.5. warship opehed flre while the craft
whose apparent intention was to conduct
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forpedo attack' were still at least 5,000
yards—nearly 3 miles—away.

The Navy spokesman sald that the be-
havior of the Communist PT boats ‘under
anybody’s rules of engagement’ could be
‘asgumed’ to indlcate an attack, even at 5,000
yards.

This ig a matter of opinion. Three miles
1s within torpedo range, we are told, but it's
& Iong shot for a torpedo boat, espeelally for
attack agalnst something as maneuverable
as o destroyer.

Even on the thesls that the Maddox was
Justified In injtiating setlon, 1t s st not
correct to say she ‘returned’ the fire of the
PT boat. We started the sheoting,

These are not among the faets that
Americans were given in the President’s
television message, nor were then pointed
out in the general news coverage of the
Maddox incldent.

Bui they are the kind of facts that
have been withheld so long that the
American pecple do not know how we
ever got started in the Vietnam war,
much less what its objective is. *“To
make China let her neighbors alone” is
the objective the Secretary of State
claims for if, but that is so vague, so
remote from reality, so implausible com-
ing from a country 7,000 miles away, that
it is no standard at all behind which a
nation ecan rally.

The Defense Department is dragging
the American peonle into the quicksands
of McNamara’s war in southeast Asia.
How manhy more advisers are going to die
in those quicksands before the American
people take the matter in hand and
demand a change of policy in that part
of the world?

Mr. President, the saddest chapter that
has been written in connection with
McNamara's war involves that second
attack on the part of the North Viet-
namese, It would seem clear now that
after the bomhardment of the North
Vietnamese islands, the discovery of the
Maddor in the general vicinity of
Tonkin Bay was close enough so that
she could have come to the assistance
of the South Vietnamese boats if they
needed it, although the Pentagon claims
that the captain of the Maddox was not
notified. I accept that statement, but of
course it is & meaningless statement, for
the Maddor was under constant elec-
tronic communications with the officials
in Saigon. .In a matter of practically
seconds or a minute or two she could
have been directed by those electronic
communications to proceed forthwith
to the protection of those South Viet-
namese, American-supplied, naval-
armed attacking boat that escalated the
war, at long last, as desired by General
Khanh, Secretary McNamarz, and Am-
bassador Lodge, and Ambassador Taylor.
She could have been sent in a matter of
minutes to the protection of those boats.
There is no question that her presence
in Tonkin Bay, s close as she was to
the area of bombardment, was a clear
provoeation.

I repeat what I said before: What do
we think would have been the attitude
of the United States if Castro had sent
two Russian-supplied, armed PT boats
off Key West to hombard Xey West, and
a Russian destroyer or Russian sub-
marines had been 30, 40, 58, or even 75
or 100 miles from Key West at the time?
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¢ would have sunk th: Russian ships,
because we would have considered it a
clear provpeation—and it would have
been a clear provocati:n. We would
heve sunk them, unless shey ran up the
white flag and moved in;o an American
port, . -
'po;M'r. Prasident, we cannot have it both
ways. We can be provocateurs top—-
and we were, in Tonkin Bay. There is
10 nuestion about the feet that reporis
had been subsequently cbtained on the
Worth Vietnamese PT boats saving that

the Maddor was in that area. The

record is clear that she ook to the sen
goie time before they got tnto firing dis~
tance of her. Although ‘hers is dispute
about the distance—there is some reason

“to believe she was only 20 miles away

when it became perfectly clear that the
FT boats were seeking tn overhaul her
and in all probability attack her-I am
petfectly willing to accert the distance
of 60 miles when the actua! attack
started, It was a clear American pro-
vocation—argue all we wish to about the
fact that we were in. international
waters, :

Ve were in international waters be-
¢ause of a threaf to the security of North
Viesnam after two islands had Just been
bombed by South Vietiamese naval
ships, supplied and armed by the United
Btates. We cannot barticipate in this
kind of mllitary operation and not ex-
peel just such incidents s this to oc-
cur. That is why I say, “Iet us stop the
shooting, Let us stop the killing. Let
us demonstrate that we belleve in peace.”

We are making ourselves look absured
when we say through our Government,
“The. conference table caa come later,
The conference table can come after we
deminate the battlefield.”

Mr. President, that is 110t a country
standing for peace. That is a coun-
try standing first for war, und then say-
ing, “And we win the war, us the vietors,
we will sit down and tell rou what the
terms of peace will be.” That is what
has been the trouble for cen turies. That
is why no war has ever procluced a peace
in all the history of mankind, All that
war has ever done has been to produce
mnore wars, with only an inierval of time
betwzsn them, which some have mis-
takenly called a peace. Biut 50 long as
mankind, or powerful nations in civiliza-
tion, believe thet they have the right to
make war, there will be ilie danger of
war,

Th: Unitad States is demonstrating
that she belleves she has the right to
make war, for the United States 1s
making war in Asia. And the United
States, In McNamara's wal in Asia, is
walking out on all of her deals in re-
spect to proclaiming that ste stands for
beace.

What a mockery we are mupking of our
rroessing that we stand fo' the substi-
tution of a rule of law for the jungle law
of force. What a shamefy record the
United States is writing in ihe pages of
h;story of mankind in this ¢ark hour of
1964,

Until there Is 5 declaraticn of war, I
intend to give no support to my Presi-
dent, or to my Government for its war-
making policy in Asia.

Mr. Presidert, T ask unsnimous cone
sent to have printed at this point in the
Recorp the following material: 2 letter
from Edwin B. Hamilior, Columbus,
Chio, supportirg the position that T have
€xpressed again on the floor of the Senate
tonight, together with an article he sent
along with his letter, entitled “X-Ray
and Forecast: History Pauses in Viet
nam;"” an article from the Portiand
Oregonian, in the column entitled, “The
People’s Corner,” eonsisting of a lelter to
the editor by Mr. Griffin supporting my
bosition; tvo letters to the oditor of the
Eugene Register-Guard, from Sanford
A, Kenney and <. Dun Christenser|, sup-
porting my position: and an editorial
from the 8t. Louis Post-Dispateh entitled
“The U.S. Peril in Vietnam.”

There heing no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

CorumMeYys, O,
Augrust 6, 1964,

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Let me congratulate
You on your honest and ecandid admission
that the Unlled Siates has some responsibil-
Ity for the tragle even's oceurring in Viet-
nam.

Enclosed is part of a newsletter ¥ gUbseribe
to that deals with many of the unpleasant
facts of the southeast aAsian area.

I share the view with you that the Unitea
States must share the blame for some f the
distasteful events of the last week.

Pleage continue Jour forthright discussions
of this matter.

Sincerely youra,
Epwin B. HaMILToN,

[From the Wells Newsletter, July 1,

X-FAY AND FORECANT: Hrsrory
VIETNAM

The total tankruptey of military &iplo-
macy in this age of worldwide revolution —
with the vaulted mushrosm cloucs of nuclear
power towering over us—is belng dramati cally
revealed in the southesst Asln crigls, Events
seenl now to rave paused in a perlod of In-
decislon. Political blunders and military
preszures have perraitted far foo few of the
facts to reach the Amerlean puablic. The
political pressures are characterized by the
Goléwater suggestion that we should drop
low-level nuclear tombs to “defollate” the
Jungles of Vietnam to expose Comminist
hideouts. Shouldn't there be Boine ¢oncern
about the ceriainty that the same blagts
would sear the trunks and Ulmbs of chilclren,
as certainly as she trunks and Hmbs of trees?

We have learned from U.S, AID personnel
in Vietnam that hospltals are so tew ans so
limited in capszcity that often moat of the
beds are filled with wounded children ang
mothers, with four or five in a bed. The
male civillan casualties are left on mats in
the roespltal yards in rain or &corching heat,
Nearly all these are fouth Vietnamese,
wounded In Scuth Vietnam by the South
Vietnamese as they turn U.8. artillery fdre
on Comununist nenesration polnts or iy over
in .8, planes and drop U.8. napalm jire
bombs on the villages.

The American pukille needs to know more
about the recent history of Vietnam to .-
derstand the gross fallures of military policy.
(The facts we review here in brief can all be
verified In any adequate lstory of modern
Asia.) The entire area wag under Chincse
rule for over 1,000 years—-until the French
made 1t a part of their empire about [00
years ago. When the Japanese drove the
French out in Vorld War II, our own C38
operators Infiltiated Vietnam ta develop
guerrilla forces behind tke Japanese Hnes.
Our operators dlacovered a strong inde-
Ppendent Nationalist movement, called the
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Viet Minh, under the Ieadership of Ho oht
Minh who was trained by the Communists
in his youth. During the war, the United
States worked with the Viet Minh against the
Japanese,

With the Jananese defeat, plans were made
for Indochina to be pPlaced under an in-
ernational trusteeship, The French, after
originally agreeing to this trusteeship, re-
asserted a clalm over theip former colonies
in 19846 and the trusteeship was dropped,
The Ho Minh forces demanded Independence
from France but were promptly and ruth-
lossly suppressed as the French armies re-
oceupled the country. The Viet Minh then
looked to the United States as thelr war ally
for ald, We ighored them in deference to the
French, They then turned to Russia, and
the French began bloody suppression of the
Viet Minh, uslng T.8. lend-lease WEAPONS,
Ho Minh’s forces naturally became thor-
oughly hestile to the West and gravitat.d
increasingly intio the Communist orbit—ifur-
thermore they proved far more clever and
determined then the French. The war for
independence fnally culininated in the dig-
astrous defeat of France in the Battle of
Dien Bien Phu, after the United States had
poured in over a billlon dollars In support
of the French ir. Vietnarq,

The defeat of the French of course opened
Vietnam to the Communists under the Viet
Mihh whose victory had been, achleved almost
entirely with 1.8, weapons eaptured from
the French or with weapons that had trickled
out all over Aslg through the fingers of
Chiang Kai-shek and his corrupt generals
during the Preceding years. In order to stem
the Red tide, the Unlted SBtates enlisted as
an#l-Communist Vietnarese Nationalists by
the name of Ngo Nimh Dlem—ag wealthy arls-
tocratic exlle, The U.S. Central Intelligence
Ageney began tc take over af this polnt and
engineered Diemx 4o hig place of power—
which soon evolved into n family dictator-
ship,

The CIA continued to finance Diem even
WHEN ME " {MEd 3" crush the rebellious Bud-
dhist seets who challenged his tyrannical au-
thority, for the Diem famnily wore ardent
Catholics in a sountry that is 70 percent
Buddhist. Diem appolnted only Catholies to
bositions of top responsibiiity —often men
Who were arrogart and oppressive. Naturally
thls enraged the Buddhists, But none of
this bothered the CIA, for “getting on with
the war"—d8" Haller ®hat or how—has been
the motto of far too many officlals in Wash-
ingson. Nefther the IA nor officlal Wash-
Ington evinced "¢3Hcern Hhat the great ma-
Jority of the South Vietnamese people were
embittered against the U.B.~created Diem
dictatorship and were willing to welcome
thelr fellow Vietramese from the North who
were still fighting for “Independence” under
Ho Minh, We kept pouring in the millions
while Diem and his family associates became
richer and more arrogant, until the regime
ended in s gory collapse, ' This unhappy rec-
ord is corroborated by the epen admission
that many of the Communist forces, how
called the Vietcoag, are South Vietnamese
and not from the Communist North,

-FROM THOSE WHO WERE THERE

From a symposium on Vietnam and from
Gther sources, we have glezned much data
that contradicts popular reports in our press,
Pa,rbicipating in this symposium were Stanley
Millet, a professor of political sclence who
taught for 2 years at the University of Sai-
£0n; Robert Browre, an economist who spent
6 years with the 1.8, aig program in South
Vietnam and Cambodia and who returned
recently with a Vietnamese bride; Arthur
Dominen, who served as a UPT correspondent
In Vietnam for 2 years. Other materials
came from published reports by Dr. David
Arnold of Princeton University who served
14 months with the USIA in Salgon,
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The consensus of opinlon In the recent
gymposium on Vietnam was that the Peiping
Communist Governmenht 1s very remote from
the South Vietnamese sltuation, It is now
believed that both sides are fighting almost
exclusively with T.S, weapons and ammuni-
tlan, except for o certaln guantlty of home-
made weapons. There 1s little evidence that
weapohs have been shipped in from Red
China or Russia, and when any are found,
the news s headlined far out of proportion
to the facts. “If this were not true,” com-~
meénted the UPI correspondent, “why haven't
the Red Chinese at least given them anti-
alreraft guny with which to shoot down our
low-flylng planes and helicopters, to say
wothing of providing them with planes?
They are stlll banging away at them with
their rifies and small shotguns.”

The suppression of officlal battle reports
ahd military information by the CIA and
military officers of rank, ajong with thelr
Vietnamese counterparis, reached seandalous
proportions, as Between the Lires has pre-
viougly reported. Secretary of Defense Me-
Namgats made four trips to the battlefields
before he tould get the facts. The top
Amerlean generals received only data de-
signed to please them, these reporis having
beett channeled through their Vietnamese
colinborators.

Agn-we recently reported, on cne trip Mo-
Namara was voluably reassured by U.S. gen-
“erals and F;Qe CIA men that the Diem re-
gime was TunctionIng [a a strong, effective,
and trustworthy manner, contrary to some
alarming rumors that were leaking out.
Shortly after McNamara returned to Wash-
ington, the regime collapsed in the midst of
a bloody insurrection that was ardehtly
backed by nearly all the population.

The US.-supported South Vietnamese
troops bave no appetite for killing their Viet-
cong brothers just because they had turned
to the Cominunist movement for “independ-
ence.” And the South Vietnamese officers
have had no stomach for fighting in the jun-
gle gither. Ob, they have been quite dashing
in the matter of shelling village areas with
U.8. artillery or dropplng bhombs, including
those containlng napalm Jelly which sprays
sticky lonpg-burning gasoline flames over &
wide area, destroying the villagers with the
villages—all In an efort to destroy a few Red
guerrilas, )

The South Vietnamese officers run little
personal tisk In such action—and never even
seethose who are the victims of thelr atiacks,

[From the Portland Oregonian,
Aug. 12, 1964]
Tar PeorLe's CORNER
COURAGEOUS MORSE
To the EpITor:

The burden of proof is upon the Oregontan
for its charges that Semator MorsE “slan-
derea” President Johnson by clajiming that
U.8. military presence in South Vietnam
gorves only the Interests of rich merchants
and generals In Salgon. Since the allegatlon
of stander, made against a public officlal, 1s a
serious one I defy the Oregonlan to prove
both the falsity and malicloushess of Senator
MorsE’s statement, Show your readers, If
you can, what freedom is af stake in the mili-
tary dictatorship of South Vietnam.

It s ohvlous that the clouded events in
the Gulf of Tonkin, far from being a threat
to the security of the United States have
merely been a pretext for a show of Amerlcan
military might in the Far East and a prelude
to deeper involvement. International waters
or not, the stationing of American warships
in this gedluded gulf can be ponstruad only as
a deliberate provocatlon, the purpose of
which becomes suspect in light of recent de-
mends that the war bhe “carrfed to the
North. -

' No. 1656——=22

-

Senator MorsE deserves all of our praige,
not your thoughtiess critictsrn, for his coura-
geous efforts to bring the facts of American
foreign policy hefore the public,

PETER A. GRIFFIN,

SALEM.

i Two letters from the Eugene {Oreg.)
Register~Guard, Aug. 14, 1964]
VIETINAM

To the Epiron: P

Many years ago we thought we could ex-
port democracy. We thought we were the
lvin' end as a model country for other less
fortunate countries to pattern themselves
after us. Now we have found our ways and
methods are not easlly accepted by countries
with different cultires and ctvillzatlons than
ours.

During this venture in world politics, we
entered Into agreements and treaties; one
of these was the Geneva Accords of 1854 on
Viethatn. Now after many years of futile
efort to set up a democratic government in
Vietnam, we find ourselves one of the first
to violate the treaty. Admitting the Com-
munists too have violated the treaty, two
wrongs still do not make a right.

The Johnson administration inherited this

unhappy situation from the Kennedy admin-

istration, the Kennedy administration in-
herited it from the Elsenhower administra-~
tlon and so on., Many of us Americans are
fust waking up to what the situation really
is. We find it 1= one of our own making and
it's pretty bad, but we stubbornly continue
down a road which hes led us into some very
gerfous trauble, trouble that can worgen io
the point of all-out war and then still will
not have a democracy esteblished in Vietnam.

I think it is time for all of us to sertously
and honestly consider the stand Waywe
MoORSE hss taken on our sction in Vietnam.
Hig is the only one that closely parallels the
plan we have been pursulng. The U.S. Senh~
stors’ fleelng from the Senate Chambers when
MorsE speaks an thlg subject Indlcates that
they are not sure what the reaction of their
constituents would be and therefore do hot
want to go on record as voting one way or
the other, -

BARRY GoLpwaTER has dared Lyndon John-
son to “back down” from the stand Johnson
took in the recent Vietnam crisls, yet most
of the people T have talked to fear a Gorp-
watge victory largely because his reckless
and belllgerent alms could lead Into a guite
unnecessary war. It is unfortunate for the
GoLowaTER Supporters that the Vietnam
crists occurred at this time, hut I think it
presents itself as & real opportunity for us

- Americans fo rally around our Government,

giving 1t our support, admitting we as well
a8 the lawmakers share the blame for the
mistakes thet have been made and also
ghare in the responsibllity of heiping get
this in the hands of the United Naticns
where it beiongs.

The supporters of WayNE MorseE owe him
a vote of confidence by helping carry the ball
& blt af this time ahd do our gountry a real
service as well. Any rebutials or additions?

Sanrorp A, KENNEY.

-BPRINGFIELD.

Backs Morse
To the EniTor:

I should ke to go on record as whole-
heartedly suvpporting Senator WaArNE
Morse's courageous stand on the Vietnam
pituation, ag well ag forelgn ald,

. C, Dan CHRISTENBEN.
EuGENE.

[From the 8% Louls (Mo.) Post-Dispateh,

Aug. 3, 1064}
THE U8, PXRIL IN VIETNAM

Although 1t may not be easy In the midet
of the orisis atmosphere in Asia and in Wash-

20293

Ington, Americans could well afford the time
neceesary 1o reexamine the U.S, position in
South Vietnam. Events of the last weeXk have
shown how dangerously close this country
s to & far deeper military involvement inr the
jungles 8,000 miles from home.

Overwhelming congressional support of a
resolution backing President Johnson's ac-
tlan 1n southeast Asla (the Senate vole was
88 to 2, the House 414 to 0) serves admirable
notice to the world that although thils is an
election year the Nation is united behind the
Commander in Chief.

And yet the swlft passage of the measure

elminated the possibility of a debate on the
merlts of our Asian poliey, one that is long
averdue, Perkaps this was not possible under
the circumstances; it was lmporfant to give
the President qulck and strong support. But
this ehould not prevent the puhblic from pon-
dering the onposition ¢f Benators Morse and
GrRUENING. Mr. GRUENING said: “All Vietham
18 not worth the life of & single Amerfcan
boy.”
. How much 1s Vielnam worth to us? As
Marquls Chllds reported: “If the worst should
happen, the Johnson administration faces an
awesome cholee—sending in large humbers of
American comhat troops or expanding the
war with massive bombings in the north, The
risks in either course are incalculable. A
third cholce, getting out of Vietnam, seems
impossible in view of what has gone before
end in the light of politicy In a prestdential
election year.”

The deadly perll of beilng sucked into an
Aslan holocaust stems from the fact that
the United Siates cannot control events.
If Red China wants war, we could be drawn
in against our will. It is wnfortunate that
we must admlt our hest hope Ifes in the
probability China does not wané a major
Aslan war. Why should 1t? Time and ggo-
graphy ‘are very muchh on the side of the
Chinese. The North Vietnamese have been
winning the Indochina struggle. And that
makes their torpedo attack on units of our
Tth Fleet in the Gulf of Tonklin all the more
bafing. The United States was wise, inel-
dentally, to halt further patrols in the gulf
at this time,

The new state of emergency in South Vigt-
nam may reflect Premier Nguyen Khanh's
determination to resist a possible invasion,
or to carry the war to the north, as he haa
been advocating, But it is 21so 4 measure of
the near collapse of hils government. Would
a sound regime, gyen in these straits, find
1t necessary to empower milifary courts to
impoge summary death sentences on all ter-
rorists, sahoteurs, anhd black-markel specula-
tors, with no right of appeal?

The facts appear to be that the majority
of the South WVietnamese care less about
fighting the Communist Vietcong than do
the Americans, who have been spending more
thaxn $5600 million a year and who have more
than 16,000 military advisers with the South
Vietnamese forces,

How the United States came to assume the
lost French cause in Indochina a decade ago
and assoclate 1tself with successive reglmes
in Salgon is & long ahd tragle story. Re-
gardless of the past, the problem now s how
1o extricate ourselfes honorably, Our pres-
ent course should be to prevent General
Khanh from taking any rash sfteps that
would enlarge the war. President Johnson
has made 1t clear that we seek ‘“no wider
war.”

A negotiated politleal settlement iz the
only possibie conclusion to the Indochina
struggle, and 1f the war can be held within
bounds a ttle longer 2 way to accomplish
that may present itself. The United States
has no real strategic need for a foothold in
Indoching; with i{ts invincible sea and air
forces it will be & power in Aslp for the fore-
seegable future,
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S0 any opportuniies for negotiatlons
should be carefully conmsldered. Perhaps
Secretary General U Thani of the United
Nations 1s right in his bellef that the Se-
curtty Couneli is not 1t ¢ plage o bring abous
B setilement now. Af{er all, North Vietnam
1s hot o member of the UK, and neither are
Bouth Vietnam and Red China, But digeus-
slon in the Council, assembled ab the request
of the United States, could lead to openings.

Hopefully, these mas be Iound before It
1z too late, Present indications are that

. there will be at lesst ¢ breathing spell, but
tenslons are high and anything might hap-
pen. Would It not be well for Americans
seriously to consider whether they want to
continue tempting fate tn Indochina? We
advocete freedom and Iy dependence for Viet-
bam. - This is 8 proper goal, but it can be
sttalned only through ¢ political settlement
guaratiteed by the bl powers—including
Red China—operating t! rough or cutslde the
.., annd not by force of arms,

Mr. MORSE, My, Fresidens, although
the St. Louis Post-Dispatch has not gone
all the way in opposilion t0 the Ameri-
cat policy in South Viethem, it has writ-
ten a series of editorials in the past many
months raising serious guestions about
our policy in South Victnam. One of its
‘more reecent ones—waiaich I just had
printed in the Recorp--is an editorial of
August 9, entitled “US, Peril in Viet-
ham.”

I shall read & part of the editorial. It
rosds as follows:

And yet the swift passige of the measure
eliminated the possibility of a debate on the
merlis of our Asian polley, one that is long
gverdue. Perhaps this wis not possiple un-
der the circumstances; it was important to
give the President quick and strong support.
Buit this should not prevet the public from
pondering the opposition of Senators
Morse and GRUENING, M- GRUENING sald:
“All Vietnam is not worth the life of a single
American boy.”

How much s Vietnam worth to us? As
Marguis Childs reported: “If the worst
gh.ould happen, the Jobnson administration
faces an awesome cholce--sending in lerge
numbers of American combat troops or ex-
panding the war with massive bombing in
the north, The risks in eltaer course are in-
cniculable. A third cholce, getting out of
Vieinamn, seems lrepossible in view of what
has gone before and in the light of politics
in & presidentisl electlon year.”

The deadly peril of beiny snucked intg an
Asian holocaust stems from the frct that the
Unined GStates cannot coutrol events. If
Red China wants war, we could be drawn in
against our will, It Is unfortunate that we
st admif our best hope 1 es in the proba-
killty China does not wam. a major Asian
war. Why ghould 18? Tim: ahd geography
are very much on the side of the Chinesge,
The North Vietpamese hav: beenr winning
the Indochinz struggle, And that makes
their torpedo attack on wudts of our Tth
Fleet In the Gulf of Tonkin all the more
haffling. The Tatied States was wise, incl~
dentslly, to halt further pat-ols in the gulf
at this time.

Tt.e new state of emergenc) In South Viet-
ftam may reflect Premier MNiauyen Ehanh's
deterralnation to reeist a poseible invasion,
or to carry the war io the noirth, ss he has
been advocating, But It i3 ilso a meassure
of the near-collepse of his government,
Would a sound regime, even in these straits,
find it necessary to empower military courte
t0 Impose summary death senterces on all
terrorlsts, saboteurs and black marketb
speculators, with no right of appeal?

The facts appear to be that 1he majority of
the Sxuth Vietnamese care less shout fight-

Approved Eor Release 2004/01/16 : CIA-RDP75-00149R000500330002-2

ing the Communist Vietcong than do the
Americans, who have been spending more
than 6500 million Jdollara a year and who have
more than 16,000 military advisers with the
South Vietnamese forces.

Mr. President, the editorial goes on to
polnt out othér weaknesses, And, of
course, the most tragle mistake we have
magte is that after the sccond atack, we
had tried io respond io the attack by
attacking the attacking ship. We then
commitied & clear act of aggression. We
had no right under internationsl law to
homb the mainland of Worth Vietnam.
That was an act of war on the part of the
United 3tates.

It ought to have been followad or pre-
ceded by a declaration of war. When
the question iz adjudicated by an inter-
national tribunal, if it ever is, I predict
that the United States will be found to
be clear.y guilty of an act of aggression
against Norih Vietnam. We had the
right to sink the aftacking boats. We
had the duly under internstional law
thereafter to take our allegations as to
the violation of internsiional law by
North Viztnam— und she was completely
guilty of violating infternstional law by
attacking our hoals on the high seas—to
the United Nations, But we had no right
whatsoever under infernationa! law to
proceed to bombard North Vietnam.

That is why we are finding not very
mueh enthusiasm for the American posi-
tion. We will find less and less if we do
not stob this course of action.

Mr. President, Iastly, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REcorp
an  article entitled “Southeast Asia
Bmolders in Dawn of New Disaster,” by
Ydwin A. Lahey of the Knight news-
papers.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the HEcorp,
as follows:

BOoUTHEAST ASTA SMOLDERS IN [laww or New
Drs+sTER
By Yidwin A. Lahey)

WASHINGYDN —-The threat of immediate
war with Communlst Ching seems uo have
receded.

But the southeast Asle peninsula silll
smolders Ukw a ctfy dump.

The French, who haven't won a bout since
Napoleon's day, were forced out of this un-
pleasant part: of the world in 1954, when they
had to llguidate thelr Indcchina colony.
{The ¥rench still own s 1ot of property there,
however.)

‘Ten years ago, the United States became
recelver in bankruptcy for this area, with
special emphasls on South Vietnam, the non-
Commuunist portion of & partilioned country.

America had to take up the burden breause
Bouth Vietnem was the one bastion where
we could operate 55 a retaining wall agzalnst
the infectlon of communism, which spreads
from China toward the rest of Asia,

With characteristic highmindedness, the
United States Iooked for the government of
South Vietnam to install soms soclsl re-
forms, so the average citizen would feel he
had been elecied to membership in the hu-
man race.

President Risenhower wrote io Pres.dent
Ngo Dinh Diern in 1054 shat our money and
our milltery support were pledged to South
Vietnam, but, 1o turn, “the Government of
the United States expects that this aid will
be met by performance on the part of the
government of Vietnam in undertaking need-
ed reform.” :

r

-

Augn& ™21 =)

Ten years later, even the officials of Amer-
lea are talking about these reforms in the
future tensge.

This is what impels Senator WAYNEe MORSE,
of Oregon, to declare of our policy in South
Vietnam:

“Even the Amerlcan people know that to
say we are defending freedom In South Viet-
nam is & travesty on the word,

“We are defending General Khanh (the
prestdent) from being overthrown, that s
all.

“We are defending a cligue of generals
and thelr merchant friends who live well {n
Baigon, ahd who need a constantly increas-
ing American military force to protect thelr
privileged position™

Senator Morsg’s long tlrade against our
South Vietnam policy has been ignored, not
only In recent months, but in the present
week, in which torpedo boats of the Cominu-
nist North Vietnam WNavy, with apparent
idiocy, attacked unite of the U.S. Navy's Tth
Fleet {n the Gulf of Tonkin,

But even the official accounting of the
Agency for International Development to
Congress would tend to support MORSE'S cotn~
ments about the fallure of our South Viet-
namese proeges to bring about some soclal
reform with the hundreds of milllons of U 8.
dollars that are being poured Into the
country.

The Agency for Infernational Development
reported to Congress in April of this year
that “effective political, social and economic
Programs must be developed (in South Viet-
nam) to overcome popular grievances and
give the peasant an lncentive to defend his
home and his village ™

This 18 precigely what President NEisen-
hower was suying to President Diem several
billion dollars and 10 years ago,

The goverrment of CGieneral Khanh, which
overthrew the Diem government last Naovem~
ber with appurent U.S8. approval, “has recog=
nized the nesxd for fundamental reforms to
attract and hold the loyaltles of the peas.
ants;,” the AID report fo Congress sald 4
months ago.

But the ALD officlals saglly use the future
tense in diseussing South Vietnam retorms.

“In general,” they sald in thelr April
report, “the (Eianh) governiment has been
moving in the right directlon, with the proof
of sustained effective action yet to be seen.”

This 18 about what Senator Moase hag heen
saying all along, In much hersher lanpuage.

“If war 1g really too lmportent to be left
to the generals, then the Amerlean people are
going to have to make themselves heard on
U E. policy in Asla,” the Ovegon firebrand
declares.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Presidenf, I wish
to commend the Knight newspapers for
the courageous Journallsm thet they
have displayed in many recent months
in high and penetrating criticism of
American foreign policy in southeast
Agia. The article by Lahey is in keep-
ing with that standard.

In the course of the article My, Lahey
quotes from a document of AID entitled
“Proposed Mutual Defense and Develop-
ment Prograni, Fiscal Year 1865 I
shall not take time to read the entire
section from which he quotes, but I ask
unanimoeus cornsent that the section on
Vietnam, whiclr appears on page 126 of
the decument, be printed at this point
in my remarks.

There being no objection, {he section
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
ag follows: ’

VIETNAM

The outcome of the long and bloody strug-

gle against Vietcong aggression in South




